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January $, 1969 


Dp. James B, 
Archivist of 


Haoaas 


the u nited States 


National Archives and Records Service 
Washington, D. C. 204-08 

Dear By. Rhoads; 

It ^ occurs to me that the organization, of the Warren Commission files, titled 
x* olsss ix ieation o . nci tippsi*sn,tj.y pr*sp£ti*&d by you. 1 1 s g8nc y in Ms y 1 'y&Lij 
may not encompass all categories that, during the course of the Commission* s 
lixe, turned out to fee necessary cr desirable. 

Two ol the possible categories are Oswald* s literature distribution or pick- 
eting activities and the apparent falsification or counterfeiting of him. 
Both ot those subjects were looked into by or for the Commission*' "at some 
length, For neither dods there seem to be any appropriate file head in/?. 
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and Subversive Activities” 


that could properly contain data on these, subject 
pamphleteering to be included under 2, "Political 

(»nd no subversive activities were alleged or- reported by the Commission), no 
one oi the four breakdowns is appropriate and accurate. 

Xx ohose numerous reports di men using the name Lee Harvey Oswald when it 
could not have been the real Lee Harvey Oswald were included under "aliases" 
this wouia oe erroneous for it was known and the Commission concluded in tho 
cases it evaluated that these ware not and could not have been him. 

Particularly because experience has shown that such files as ‘'HP'', designed 
to include all ’photos" and '-films", rather dlearly does not, does this con- 
cern me. It also makes access to the Commission’s materials more difficult 
and perhaps, with their enormous volume, impossible. 

I taereforo ask if you have discovered or ma.de any breakdowns other than tho 
Initially Provided me in this file classification to which, under date of 
August 10, 196,, there was Supplementary information added” by Marion Johns i 

p irs j — Ly because of ^ne vastness of the files is declass!**^ cstxcn ? oroblei 
xs oners any way in which we can know that material we have requested and he 
denied has subsequently been released for research? If you have made no pro 
v-sion Y ou have, to all practical purposes, effectively denied in 

perpetuity what was once classified and asked for by researchers, for it is 
impossible to keep in mind and to keep asking for what was originally class! 
fled. Hhabe records are said to have been kept in some cases, they were 
without meaning. 

On he ouiisr hand, ii you nave, as I think the government should, kept a lis' 
Oa *na^ nas oeen declassified, I would like a copy, to be charged to my ac- 
count, as I would with any periodic additions to it. I understand the David 
- ©rne ii_t_e xs one of those now under review. 

not been and will not be done, I think the government is onen to 
ana jus titles tne charge of suppression of information by simole bureaucrats 
manipulations. Sincerely, 

Harold Weisberg 



